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The abdomen presented nothing unusual; but meconium was found in the whole tract of the colon.
The medical opinion given from the result of this examination led to the trial of the mother for the alleged murder of her child, before the Assize Court of Zweibracken, on the 6th March, 1834 .
The medical evidence adduced on the occasion was to the following effect:
1. The child was born alive.
2. The child was born capable of living.
3. It had died a violent death.
4. That, very probably, the marks of violence observed on its body might not have been wilfully inflicted, but produced by the violent efforts of the mother, in endeavouring to accomplish her own delivery.
The first three points, the witnesses alleged, admitted of an easy exposition. 1. That the child was born alive was proved not only by the state of the lungs, but by the appearance of the marks of violence about the face and neck. The fact of the ecchymosis extending through the whole of the substance of the skin was a manifest proof that, at the time these marks were produced, a complete circulation of the blood was going on in the body. That The contents of the cranium, thorax, and abdomen were free from all abnormal appearances. The experiments performed with the lungs clearly showed that the child had breathed.
The statement of the prisoner was, that she felt the motions of the child the day previous to her delivery; but that it did not seem to be alive at its birth. She ascribed the marks of violence on its body to the efforts which she had made to deliver herself. When she felt the head issuing she stated that she introduced her hand into its mouth and pulled violently, by which something seemed to give way.
To this she attributed the laceration of the cheek and neck, and the fractures of the jaw. These efforts at self-delivery were made while she was in the recumbent posture.
She did not observe that the child breathed or cried at any time. After her delivery she tore asunder the umbilical cord, and then placed the dead body in the straw beneath the bed.
From the result of the inspection the following report was made: 1. The child was mature and born capable of living. 2. It lived before and during birth. This inference was derived from the absence of putrefaction, which showed that the child had recently lived, and from the experiments performed on the lungs.
3. It is also highly probable that the child had lived and breathed after its birth.
This presumption was derived from the roundness and width of the chest; from the dilatation of the lungs, the pericardium being covered by the right lung; from the crepitation, escape of air on pressure, and absolute weight of these organs; and, lastly, from their complete buoyancy in water, as well with the heart and thymus attached as when they were divided into numerous small pieces.
In relation to the objection that the child might have breathed during delivery, it was contended that, as the woman had already borne a child, and the labour, according to her own statement, was rapid, it was improbable that any delay should have taken place in the birth of the body after the passage of the head. At the same time, it was admitted that no positive opinion coula be given on this point. On the other hand, the life of the child after its birth was rendered probable by the evident discharge of meconium, and by the ecchymosis and other characters of the violence existing on the body. That the child had been wilfully and violently destroyed was, in the opinion of the examiners, proved by the serious injuries to the head and neck, and by the laceration of the untied umbilical cord. It is contended that the mother could not, for the purpose stated by her, so have applied her hand as to break and dislocate the jaw, lacerate the cheek and oesophagus, and, at the same time, force the trachea and larynx down towards the thorax. The employment of the hand for the purpose of self-delivery was not likely to have produced such extensive and varied effects. The direction of the marks of violence on the neck was such as to lead to the belief that, in producing it, the child's head would rather have been forced backwards into the passage than drawn outwards. Again, had the hand been introduced into the mouth, in the manner and for the purpose stated, some violence would most probably have been done to the upper jaw and palate: but there were no traces of violence to these parts. Finally, they declared that the child had died in consequence of the injuries which it had sustained.
The certain that but few convictions would take place. The framing of laws for the repression of crime would indeed become a vain and fruitless task, if a jury were not permitted to take a common-sense view of the medical and other facts proved.
In this case, the faculty, in their decision, made every reasonable allowance for the condition of the woman, and for the efforts which she might have made during delivery: but her own account of the labour was inconsistent with the idea that such efforts should have been required, or, if required, that they could possibly have been attended with the whole of the marks of violence found on the body of her child. Besides, we must regard it as rather the character of guilt than of innocence that she should have afterwards concealed the child. The circumstantiality with which she described the progress of her labour, as also the manner in which, according to her own view, each injury or mark of violence was to be accounted for? the remaining, according to her own account, the whole of the time in a recumbent position,?are points which tell very little in favour of her innocence.]
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